
Harch 11, 1970 

Dr. Phil+ handler 
National Acad- of Scienear~ 
23.01 Constitution Avswnue 
Washi~taa, D.G. 20418 

Dear Phil, 

Thank you-for 9our kiwi rumrke about sug colum dated 
February 28tb. In retrospect I have to diuputa your restark 
about it8 being “lucid” but I agree the eubject is of crucial 
importance arrd I will trg to deal with it better on future 
vecmims l 

Pour notes reminds am that I have not proper19 contisumd 
our corr~pontierrcc cmncerz&g questioner of conflict of intrraot. 
S have to admire the candor with which 9ou expoee the personal 
impact of your own concerns about this matter. Obviously you 
have -de a verp consfderable sacrifice and I deep19 rerpact 
you for it. 

I must still ask., howmmr, whether the council hae taken 
any formal activn on this oubjcaet. It aem to ma of outmost 
importuncc f&at no glaueible imputation of eelf-intereet be 
attached to Academ9 conuected activities and this may have 
very little to do with the reality of the objectivity and balance 
of the mm&ership of veriouf& covmlttsear. As L think more about it 
I might have tu remxmsmd soam procedure whersbp the pot6mtiaf 
oourclecs of conflicted interret, OIL particularly crucial deliberations, 
be openly etated. I realim this goes even further than the re- 
quirementa for federal conrsultants. The people who are most vulnerrW&e 
are those who are not prtirily connected, say, with any industrial 
effort but who can be made to appear in a very bad light if they 
hold consultantships or other inrereste that are not publicly 
oisible at the time a report is published. I do not think very much 
detail is needed about it but I think a cautionary postscript at 
the end of i;snportant report8 might simply indicate that committee 
member ao-and-eo has reported "a potential 5ource of conflict of 
intereet having to do writh organiaationo m&-and-such" without in- 
dicstlrq$ in un9 further detail what those relatioashipe are. When 
the organitation ia question is vitally effected by the conclusions 
of the report the consultant might voluntarily wish to epeli out 
his relationship in more detail. 

over 
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I raalite that this doe8 sound overelaborate but I really do 
fear for an explosive repercueeion on the credibility of ecientiflc 
judgment if we do not lean over backwards in this matter. 

I alsro included some clippings on the atocbarket response to 
the cyclaamte decision which should have been clarified. It is only 
common sense that a consultant do nothing in his fineuclal affairs 
at or about the time of the release of ue~ decisions that could 
posoiblp be conrptrued a8 having taken unfair advantage of privlle&ld 
infomatioa prior to publication. This matter is already very well 
covered by SCC regulations but I balieve that there will~5e‘sltuatione 
where txmaultants till again have to lean backwards to be very sure 
that nothing they do during critical periods could possibly be mis- 
construed on retrospective examination. 

Jt an9 rate, 90~ had indiceted that the matter might heve been 
discuesed at the last council meetings and I would be interested in 
what the outcome ~88. 

By the way of postscript let me say that just like everyone else 
f have my own entangleakents and it is precieely to avoid the embarrassment 
of heving to make any special pleading that f would prefer that there be 
a regular and well-eatabliehed procedure for reciting potential conflicts 
in a routine way. Much hangs on this. 

Sincerely yours, 

Joshua Led-erg 
Professor of Genetics 

E~clostaras 
JLlrr 


